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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. The current title refers to 
"911 calls." However, the claims are directed to "non-911" calls (claim 1, line 3; claim 
19, line 3; claim 20, line 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,6-11, 14-17, 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Loomis et al. (US 5,625,668, hereinafter "Loomis") in view of Bruce et 
al. (US 6,765,998 B2, hereinafter "Bruce"). 

Regarding claims 1,19 and 20, Loomis discloses a method comprising: 
receiving from a user-operated telecommunications device a user-initiated 
communication to a non-91 1 communications address (user of cellular telephone 12 
dials a special access non-emergency telephone number; col. 3, lines 55-57); 

automatically providing a user with a spoken current location of a user- 
associated telecommunications device (a speech synthesizer 94 provides the user with 
a spoken street address or cross-street location of the user's cellular telephone 12; col. 
3, line 57 - col. 4, line 6). 
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Loomis differs from claims 1,19, and 20 in that it does not teach requesting from 
the user verification of the current location. However, Loomis teaches that position 
accuracy can be degraded, requiring the use of differential correction signals using a 
beacon station (col. 3, lines 20-28, 45-54). Bruce teaches the desirability of confirming 
an automatically identified location by requesting from the caller the current location 
(col. 4, lines 60-64) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill 
to incorporate such user verification, as taught by Bruce, within the method of Loomis in 
order to ensure that a correct current location is provided to the user. 

Regarding claims 6-8 and 10, in Loomis, the database processing facility 22 
receives the latitude, longitude and bearing information of the cellular telephone 12 via 
GPS receiver 14, cellular telephone transceiver 16 and cellular station 20 (col. 2, lines 
1-48; Figure 1), which provide ALI service to "911" facility 24 (col. 2, lines 39-59). 

Regarding claim 9, in Loomis, location information can be determined by 
triangulation (col. 6, lines 17-27). 

Regarding claim 11, in Loomis, data processing facility 22 provides location 
information to a "91 1" facility 24 (col. 2, lines 39-59). 

Regarding claims 14-15, 17, in Loomis, the user-operated device and the user- 
associated device are the same (cellular telephone 12; col. 3, line 55 - col. 4, line 6). 

Regarding claim 16, in Loomis; the spoken current location is provided by speech 
synthesizer 94 after having been converted from text (col. 4, lines 16-27). 
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4. Claims 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Loomis in view of Bruce, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Larkins 
et al. (US 6,091,957, hereinafter "Larkins"). 

The combination of Loomis and Bruce differs from claim 12 in that it does not 
specify wireless packet data. However, Larkins teaches the well known use of Cellular 
Digital Packet Data (CDPD) protocols in a location determining system (col. 2, line 42) 
such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate such 
use of wireless packet data protocol, as taught by Larkin, within the combination of 
Loomis and Bruce. 

Regarding claim 18, Larkins teaches that the telecommunications unit 28 can be 
a land-based wired telephone (col. 2, lines 14-16). 

5. Claims 2-5, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the combination of Loomis and Bruce, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Chern et al. (US 6,456,854, hereinafter "Chern"). 

The combination of Loomis and Kepler differs from claims 2-5 in that it does not 
specify receiving a communications address, receiving at an Internet site or recording a 
communications address. However, Chern, from the the same field of endeavor, 
teaches the desirability of requesting the location of a mobile telephone from a Web site 
in which a requesting user enters the unique identifier of the specific mobile telephone 
device whose location is desired (col. 7, lines 5-20). Chern further teaches recording 
the current location of the associated mobile telephone at a Web server via recorder 
268 (col. 6, lines 29-39; col. 8, lines 21-25). It would have been obvious to an artisan of 
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ordinary skill to incorporate such location tracking over the Internet, as taught by Chern, 
within the method of Loomis and Bruce as additional use of a mobile telephone's 
current location. 

Regarding claim 13, Chern teaches the user manually sending current location 
information to the Web server (col. 6, lines 1 1-34) such that it would have been obvious 
to an artisan of ordinary skill to have the user send current location data to a provided 
communications address (Web server address), as taught by Chern, within the method 
of Loomis and Bruce in order to provide the most current location data. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Fan et al. and Dunko et al. show other location determining 
systems. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stella L. Woo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7512. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday, Thursday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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